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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 1 02(c) as being anticipated by Kraft et al. 
(Hereafter, Kraft) U.S. Patent 6,832,239. 

Re claim 1, Kraft discloses a computing device (e.g. Figures 2 and 6, enhanced proxy 
server 604) which comprises a receiver (e.g. request manager 604a-d) and transmitter (e.g. 
response dispatch manager 604e), the receiver being arranged to receive a plurality of data 
requests from a plurality of data-receiving applications (e.g. col. 5 lines 13-15, request manager 
604a-d receives a plurality of requests from the clients), said plurality of data requests forming a 
request group (e.g. col. 10 lines 50-58), and also to receive data from a store (e.g. response 
dispatch manager capable of receiving data from the file server 602), and the transmitter being 
arranged to transmit data to said store and to transmit received-data received from said store to 
said data-receiving applications (e.g. col. 13 lines 17-25) , further, said computing device being 
arranged to process requests for data received by said receiver from said data-receiving 
applications, identify said received data requests as belonging to the group, evaluate said 
requests and to produce a single request for the data-requests within said request group and 
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generated by said evaluation and to cause said transmitter to transmit said single request to said 
data-store and further to receive data from said data-store, process said received-data and to 
transmit said received data, or portions thereof, to at least one of said data-receiving applications 
(e.g. Figure 6; col. 10 lines 32-58; col. 1 1 lines 46-48; and col. 13, lines 17-25). 

Re claim 2, Kraft further discloses evaluation comprises postponing sending said single 
request until all requests within a request group have been received (e.g. Figures 6 and 10). 

Re claim 3, Kraft further discloses evaluation comprises sending said single request on 
receipt of the first request within a request group (e.g. col. 12, 2 nd paragraph). 

Re claim 4, Kraft further discloses evaluation comprises monitoring requests within a 
request group and transmitting said single request when the computing device has received 
sufficient data to create said single request from data-requests made thereto (e.g. col. 12, 2 nd 
paragraph). 

Re claim 5, Kraft further discloses evaluation comprises merging data-requests received 
from said data-receiving applications such that said single request comprises a consolidated 
request comprising at least portions of said data-requests (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, 
lines 46-48). 

Re claim 6, Kraft further discloses the data-requests comprise data providing a portion of 
a form (e.g. col. 10 lines 47-52). 

Re claim 7, Kraft further discloses the single data-request comprises data providing all of, 
or substantially all of, a form (e.g. col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 8, Kraft further discloses a proxy server and/or an application running on a data- 
receiving device and/or a store such as a server (e.g. Figure 2). 
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Re claim 9, Kraft further discloses identification of the received data-requests as 
belonging to a group is achieved by reading a portion of the data-request that provides a group 
identity (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 10, Kraft further discloses arranged to use the Hyper Text Transfer Protocol 
(http) for any of the following: receive data-requests, transmit said single request; receive data 
from said store, transmit data to said data-receiving applications (e.g. Figures 3a-3c). 

Claim 1 1 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in method form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to 
claim 1 1 . 

Re claim 12, Kraft further discloses evaluation comprises one of the following: 

i. stalling said single request until all requests within a request group have been received; 

ii. sending said single request on receipt of the first request within a request group; 

iii. merging data-requests received from said data-receiving applications such that said 
single request comprises a consolidated request; and 

iv. monitoring requests within a request group and transmitting said single request when 
the processor has received sufficient data from said data-requests to create said single request 
(e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Claim 13 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in method form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to 
claim 13. 

Re claim 14, Kraft further discloses the data-receiving applications are arranged to 
communicate with one another via inter data-receiving application messages (e.g. Figure 9). 
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Re claim 15, Kraft further discloses a data-receiving application is arranged to generate 
and send a data-request to said data-processor following receipt of an inter data-receiving 
application message (e.g. Figure 9). 

Re claim 16, Kraft further discloses data-receiving applications are arranged to add a 
data-request group identity to said data request and/or a data-receiving device/application 
identity before or during transmission of said data-request to said data-processor (e.g. col. 10 last 
paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 17, Kraft further discloses data-rccciving applications arc arranged to add to 
said data request one of the following: the number of data-requests that are to be made to said 
data-processor, in a data-request group; or a list of the data-receiving applications/devices that 
are to make a data-request to said data-processor (e.g. col. 10, last paragraph). 

Re claim 18, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged to identify the first data- 
request received thereby within a data-request group (e.g. Figure 3c, 326). 

Re claim 19, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged to transmit said single 
request once said first data-request received has been identified (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and 
col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 20, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged neither to transmit to said 
store nor respond to said data-requests which are within a data-request group which are not the 
first data-request received thereby in that data-request group until data has been received from 
said store in response to said single request transmitted following said first data-request (e.g. 
Figures 3 c and 8). 
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Re claim 21, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged neither to transmit to said 
data store nor respond to said data-requests within a data-request group until all data-requests in 
that data-request group have been received thereby (e.g. Figures 3c and 8). 

Re claim 22, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged to merge data-requests 
within a data-request group in to a consolidated request, comprising at least portions of said data- 
requests, and to send said consolidated request as said single request (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; 
and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 23, Kraft further discloses data-processor is arranged to delay sending said 
single request to said data store until said data-processor has received sufficient data from said 
data-requests to create said single request (e.g. Figure 3c; the delay is based upon the schedule 
manager to determine if client is next in line). 

Re claim 24, Kraft further discloses data request can comprise any of the following: a 
partial data-request in which a portion of the data required to generate said single request is 
provided by that data-request; or a complete data-request in which all of the data required to 
generate said single request is provided by that data-request (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 
11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 25, Kraft further discloses data-processing applications are arranged to add data 
to said data-requests which identifies whether said data request is partial data-request or a 
complete data-request (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 26, Kraft further discloses data-receiving applications are arranged to add to 
said single request the capabilities of said data-receiving application and/or data-receiving device 
on which said application is running for a single application/device and/or for each 
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application/device within a data-request group (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46- 
48). 

Re claim 27, Kraft further discloses data-processor processes said capabilities received in 
said data-requests and ensure that said single request includes the capabilities for all data- 
receiving applications/devices within a request group (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, 
lines 46-48). 

Re claim 28, Kraft further discloses data store sends a plurality of versions of the data 
requested in the single request according to the capabilities listed in the single request (e.g. col. 
13,2 nd paragraph). 

Claim 29 list all the same elements of claim 9, but in method form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 9 applies equally as well to 
claim 29. 

Claim 30 list all the same elements of claim 10, but in method form rather than 
computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 10 applies 
equally as well to claim 30. 

Claim 31 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in method form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to 
claim 3 1 . 

Re claim 32, Kraft discloses a data-structure comprising a request for data, a data-request 
group identity indicating membership of a group of a plurality of data-receiving applications 
and/or data-receiving devices forming a data-request group (e.g. Figures 2-6; (e.g. col. 10 last 
paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 
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Re claim 33, Kraft further discloses a data-structure according to claim 32 which includes 
any of the following: the number of data-requests that are to be made to said data-processor in a 
data-request group; a list of the data-receiving applications/devices that are to make a data- 
request to said data-processor (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Re claim 34, Kraft further discloses a data-structure includes the capabilities of said data- 
receiving application and/or data-receiving device on which said application is running (e.g. 
Figure 3 a). 

Re claim 35, Kraft further discloses a data-structure includes the capabilities for each 
data-receiving application/device within a data-request group (e.g. Figures 3a-c). 

Claim 36 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in a computer readable medium form 
rather than computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 
applies equally as well to claim 36. 

Claim 37 list all the same elements of claim 31, but in a computer readable medium form 
rather than computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 3 1 
applies equally as well to claim 37. 

Claim 38 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in a computer readable medium form 
rather than computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 
applies equally as well to claim 38. 

Claim 39 list all the same elements of claim 13, but in a computer readable medium form 
rather than computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 13 
applies equally as well to claim 39. 
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Claim 40 list all the same elements of claim 32, but in a computer readable medium form 
rather than computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 32 
applies equally as well to claim 40. 

Claim 41 is substantially the same as claim 1 and is thus rejected for reasons similar to 
those in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore regarding computing device is further arranged such that 
said evaluation comprises one of: postponing sending said single request until all requests within 
a request group have been received; sending said single request on receipt of the first request 
within a request group; monitoring requests within a request group and transmitting said single 
request when the computing device has received sufficient data to create said single request from 
data-requests made thereto; and merging data-rcqucsts received from said data-receiving 
applications such that said single request comprises a consolidated request comprising at least 
portions of said data-requests (e.g. col. 10 last paragraph; and col. 11, lines 46-48). 

Claim 42 list all the same elements of claim 1 , but in a processing form rather than 
computing device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally 
as well to claim 42. 

Claim 43 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in system form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to 
claim 43. 

Claim 44 list all the same elements of claim 1, but in method form rather than computing 
device. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as well to 
claim 44. 
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Conclusion 

3 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Price et al. U.S. Pat. 5,649,092 

Binford et al. U.S. Pat. 5,671,365 

Heldetal. U.S.Pat. 5,699,518 

Schloss, R Jeffrey U.S. Pat. 5,706,507 

Ekanadham et al. U.S. Pat. 5,745,781 

Stumm, Christian U.S. Pat. 5,768,528 

Wong et al. U.S. Pat. 5,835,727 

Miller et al. U.S. Pat. 5,878,228 

Mighdoll et al. U.S. Pat. 5,918,013 

Xue, Yansheng U.S. Pat. 5,956,709 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Phuoc H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2143 

February 28, 2008 



